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VIVA HUELGA! VIVA LA CAUSA! FROM SACRAMENTO 


The excitement, impressiveness and impact of the Delano pilgrimage to Sacramento 
and the Easter Sunday demonstration on the Capitol steps for equality, justice and 
freedom for farm workers has been celebrated in superlatives wherever poor people 
and their friends meet. 


The real breakthrough with Schenley in the final days of the march, and the slight 
concession (even if partly phony) from DiGiorgio will surely go down in labor 
history as the greatest events since the early industrial union drives in auto- 
mobiles, steel and rubber. 


The ostensibly powerless grape workers of Tulare and Kern Counties have amazed 
their friends, and their opponents, with their ability to convert self-restraint 
and persistence into a powerful social movement, the effects of which are not only 
national in re-awakening strong labor and church support for major social legis- 
lation, but are heartening to every participant in every other social movement! 


Although the Delano movement is in some senses just beginning for farm workers 
throughout California and in other states, it is not too early to point out some 
of its significant implications: 


First, and perhaps foremost, is the tremendous gain in dignity and status for 
Mexican-Americans in California and the Southwest. This submerged minority has 
suffered not only the indignities of poverty, and lack of recognition for its 
cultural contributions and capacity, but has been relatively neglected by the 
attention given Negroes in their great civil rights struggles, north and south. 


Second, the fact that the leading group in the strike, the NATIONAL FARM WORKERS 
ASSOCIATION, was and is a social and even a religious movement, means that some 
of the elements that characterize such movements will persist even when the NFWA 
becomes a part of the trade-union structure. The "rub-off" on organized labor 
could over a period of years be much 1 more / meaningful than the contribution of 
unions to farm workers. 

third, the stimulation of interest in the grinding poverty problems of rural farm 
workers by church, union, and other liberal groups, including civil rights and 
civil liberties groups, will surely extend, without dilution, to the similar 
problems of the urban poor in low-income unions, in welfare rights organizations, 
—itn public housing groups, and in weak anti- ~poverty groupings in the War on Poverty. 


The NFWA has made clear its sure-footed vitality and will become a vanguard group 
as it continues its struggles and helps the poor everywhere to intensify and 
strengthen comparable efforts for related purposes! 


*The FOUNDATION'S BULLETINS are issued primarily in the interests of low-income 
groups, but are available to everyone concerned with problems of poverty. 
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THE OPAL JONES CONTROVERSY IN LOS ANGELES 


Mrs. Opal C. Jones was recently dismissed from her job as Project Director of the 
NEIGHBORHOOD ADULT PARTICIPATION PROJECT of the community action agency in 

Los Angeles. She was fired by the director of the Economic and Youth Opportunities 
Agency for alleged insubordination and has appealed this act as violative of her 
employee and civil liberties rights. The public hearing, for which her attorney 

is the respected ACWW lawyer, Al Wirin, will have occurred by the time this BULLETIN 
reaches its readers. 


Since Opal is the Southern-California Vice-President for the FOUNDATION, it would 
be inappropriate for us to comment on this matter as a personnel dispute, but it is 
appropriate to examine the controversy in terms of the administrative and organi- 
zational issues involved. 


NAPP was established over a year ago to develop neighborhood outposts from which 
"indigenous" aides could go forth as links between poor people and public and 
private social agencies and such institutions as public schools. Et was hoped that 
the aides could also serve as "agents for change". It was also hoped that the 
outposts could become centers through which the neighborhood poor could organize 

to seek their rights and satisfy legitimate needs from the community's services and 
programs, 


Opal Jones, most of the aides, and friends of NAPP who are now rising to challenge 
the EYOA contend that the agency and the city government, which is the primary 
control group in it, have resisted the social action, advocacy and organizing 
functions of NAPP, and have tried to restrict its development to serve the political 
interests of city and other officials, and to muffle efforts on behalf of the poor 
in favor of traditional emphasis in schools and social services. 


In this editor's capacity as a consultant, he reviewed a neighborhood council pro- 
gram in Sacramento County several months ago, and the consultation report on this 
review raised the identical questions which are at issue in the Los Angeles contro- 
versy. These are whether or not neighborhood outpost activities can become strong 
if they are under the wing of another organization (in Sacramento the wing is the 
community welfare council) and whether diffuse purposes (agency linkage, information 
and referral, employment of the poor) can be so managed as to give priority to the 
organizational thrust and needs of the target poverty areas. 


COMMENT: Whether in Los Angeles, or Sacramento, or anywhere in the War on 
Poverty it is apparent that: 1) The neighborhood activity must be independent 
of any other body including welfare councils and CAP agencies; and 2) if the 
War on Poverty can't stomach the political and community problems of organi- 
zation of the poor it ought to stop funding neighborhood programs, and let 
these seek freedom and money from other sources. If they are not free they 
are nothing! 


NEWS OF OTHER STRUGGLES 


Welfare Rights Organizations in the Haight-Ashbury district of San Francisco, moved in 
on the welfare problems of this neighborhood by appearing before the Public Social 
Services Commission recently with a series of complaints and criticisms. The WRO 
sought improved benefits for so-called "indigents" who do not qualify for aged, blind, 
disabled or needy family aid, and have to suffer the tender mercy which the county 
gives those it must help out of its own pocket, and without state or federal money. 
They insisted that the Commission--which has policy-making power in San Francisco--stop 
the practice of sending homeless persons to miserable hotels which are willing to 
take relief clients for $7 per week, but are unwilling to give them decent rooms. 
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They also protested bad service and treatment in the welfare offices, and asked the 
embarrassing question of why there were so few training centers in the city that the 
unemployed on and off welfare had to be bussed to Oakland, a smaller city, for some 
training courses, The Commission received all of the criticism in good grace and 
promised to hold additional hearings with WRO groups, while investigating some of 
the charges of the Haight-Ashbury group. 


San Francisco's Housing Authority and its new executive, Eneas Kane, must have been 


listening to the housing workshop at the Convention of the Poor held in Oakland! 

They not only reluctantly heard a demonstration against eviction of a family from 
Hunter's Point but then sanctioned a series of changes proposed by their executive, 
along the lines of demands made by a group of Bay-View and Hunter's Point low-income 
groups. The changes and concessions include the establishment of a city-wide tenants 
advisory council, the elimination of penalties for late payment of rent when unavoid- 
able, procedures to minimize and deal sensibly with evictions, and consideration of 
other innovations including the effort to establish a loan fund for tenants struggling 
with difficult rent problems. 


COMMENT: The Hunter's Point Groups, and the Housing Authority executive all 
deserve orchids for proving that the democratic process can start constructive 
change! 


in New York, a large number of organizations have banded together to form a PEOPLES 
WAR COUNCIL AGAINST POVERTY, and according to a letter received by the FOUNDATION 
(and other unpublished materials in hand) this COUNCIL is "planning a massive 
onslaught on the welfare system . .. as a possible lead toward a national movement 
for a guaranteed annual income ...". The "action" stuff of this movement as well 
as its "think" base will be grist for the California mill of all local groups and 
their supporters, and we will try to keep in touch with it. The two leading writers 
on this movement are Professors Richard A. Cloward and Preston R. Wilcox, both of 
the Columbia University School of Social Work. 


SUGGESTION: Write the NATION, 333 Avenue of the Americas, New York City, 
10014 to request Cloward's articles in the February 28 and March 7 issues on 
"Poverty, Injustice and the Welfare State" which lay the groundwork for the 
"massive onslaught" strategy and rationale. 


Write Prof, Wilcox, 2 E. 9lst Street, New York, 10028 for a series of important 
papers he can either send (or loan for copying) on ways in which he believes 
the poor can gain and strengthen their participation in poverty programs, 


CALIFORNIA'S FEDERATION OF THE POOR is moving toward a second and larger convention 
tentatively scheduled for Fontana at the end of May. A statewide steering committee 
met in Fresno at the end of March and set regional committees to work on the organi- 
zational problems and possibilities of the FEDERATION. 


Willie Thompson of Berkeley and San Francisco (member of the Western Addition Area 
Board) is Chairman Pro Tem for the next convention and has issued a series of 
questions to interested groups in order to get their views on Structure, Purposes 
and Ideas for Action for the FEDERATION. Persons and groups interested in this 
material should write Mr. Thompson, 2305 A. Acton Street, Berkeley, for copies and 
further information. 


LEGISLATIVE AND CAPITAL SCENE 
Medicare 


Interest is increasing in the many questions raised in this BULLETIN on the inadequate 
and distorted new medical program. Unfortunately a political dog-fight has arisen 


Bulletin #7, April 1966 4 


between the minority party in the Assembly and the Administration over the fundamental 
point of the failure of the new program to give essential and equal care to the 
"medically needy" as compared with those receiving assistance under non-medical aid 
programs. In view of this "politicalizing" of the poor persons' issue, it is good to 
report that staunch supporters of the Administration have also entered this fight on 
behalf of poor people. The clearest voices thus far have come from two parts of the 
BUILDING SERVICES EMPLOYEES (AFL-CIO). At a Bay District meeting of a group of locals 
of this union a resolution was unanimously passed asking the State Administration to 
review the regulations and to seek alternative ways to improve medical services for 
the "medically needy". Also the SOCIAL WORKERS UNION of this group (Local #535, 

Los Angeles) recently passed a similar motion, asking the Governor to review the 
administrative decisions made by his Health and Welfare Agency, which are adverse to 
the interests and needs of the poor. Other groups are also working on this issue! 


One-Stop Service Centers 


A highly publicized piece of the Administration's anti-poverty program tied into the 
budget session in the Legislature (which has now been converted into a "special" 
session because the two parties could not agree on a budget in the regular budget session ) 
is provision for 12 state one-stop service centers. These centers have been placed 

in the same "creative" category as systems analysis studies of everything from infor- 
mational schemes to welfare, and, before the fact, are equally suspect! 


The touted centers may prove advantageous for poor people, if they are located where 
the people want them located, if they give "real" and not "pretend" services, and rte 
poor people are quickly involved in the planning and staffing of them. 


QUESTIONS: When will the State Administration seek the reactions, advice and 
suggestions of neighborhood poor peoples' groups about these centers? Now or 
after all the decisions have been wrapped up and tied with ribbons? 


How can poor people hope to get action on welfare decisions from these centers 
so long as the authority for welfare decisions rests in county welfare depart- 
ments? If the state staff assigned to these centers is going to help welfare 
applicants and recipients will they serve as their advocates, or encourage the 
poor to use the centers to develop their own advocacy and welfare rights 
organizations? 


The poor don't want to be the best-counselled, skillfully "receptioned" and 
steered, group in captivity! How will the centers really get them welfare 
benefits, training and jobs? These are the gut questions not yet answered in 
the public statements about the "one-door" approach of the "one-stop" centers. 


Funding of Recipient Organizations 


The weary and aggravating process of trying to implement the Shoemaker Bill to fund 
recipient organizations goes forward. Maybe the CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT which has a small contract to help two groups develop plans and proposals 
will be able to break the bureaucratic bottleneck! Maybe the rumor that the Richmond 
WRO (now being staffed temporarily by the Community Development Project of the CONTRA 
COSTA COUNCIL OF COMMUNITY SERVICES) will actually get some money for its project is 
true! And Maybe money will be earmarked for next year as the new approach to the 
Budget proceeds! 


SUGGESTION: The "iffy" character of these possibilities clearly makes essential 
the case for low-income and others who are concerned about this source of funding 
for WRO groups to make their views known now to all Legislators. 
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ITEMS... 


Neglected in most publications was the early February report of the NATIONAL COMMISSION 
ON TECHNOLOGY, AUTOMATION AND ECONOMIC PROGRESS, which reported to the President and 
the Congress. The COMMISSION included both labor, business and other public leaders, 
and amazingly recommended a guaranteed annual wage, federal employment for hard-core 
unemployed on a first-year scale of 2 Billion Dollars and 500,000 JOBS, and substantial 
increases in Social Security and Welfare benefits. These are almost as revolutionary 
as the Grape Strike! 


SUGGESTION: Write your Congressman for a copy of this report, and ask him what 
legislation is being introduced by him or others to implement the report. 


Two important publications, one new and one old are sure to be of interest to readers 
of this BULLETIN: 


CARTA EDITORIAL, a seasoned publication, edited by Francisco Flores and Delfino 
Varela, issued bi-weekly, is particularly informative on national, regional and 
California developments in Mexican-American affairs. Subscription rate is 

$6 per year; send check to Terminal Annex, P.O. Box 546424, Los Angeles, 90054. 


THE FLATLANDS, a new weekly or bi-weekly 8-page newspaper, whose masthead says 
"Tell it Like it Is and Do What is Needed" is solely devoted to the problems 
and activities of concern to poor people in Oakland, whose residents get a 
bargain of $2.50 per year for a subscription. For others, the rate is $5.00. 
Checks should be mailed to Flatlands, 933 - 12th Street, Oakland. A represen- 
tative editorial board puts out the paper. 


THE BULLETIN AND ITS DISTRIBUTION 


This issue of the BULLETIN has a "press-run" of 2500 copies, and distribution is 
beginning to gain momentum. The gains are coming from low-income groups and their 
allies, and by means of lively mailing lists and distribution on free, subscription 
and bulk rate bases. A number of groups are now considering the latter method of 
getting the BULLETIN to all or a part of their membership, at the bulk rate price 
of 10¢ per copy for orders of 25 or more sent to one address. 


For this issue three such groups have placed bulk rate orders: Local #535, Social 
Workers Union, Los Angeles (Building Service Employees, AFL-CIO); Local #1675, 
American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees (AFL-CIO), Martinez; 
and the Department of Social Relations of the Episcopal Diocese of Los Angeles. 


Such orders from other groups will be welcome, and will assure the continued growth 

and solvency of the BULLETIN. Individuals who want to stimulate either bulk orders 

or individual subscriptions can request 5 or 10 copies of this issue for promotional 
purposes. 


The subscription and contribution list for the BULLETIN is not an exclusive list. 
Any person of good will, in or out of government, can get on it! 


JEROME N. SAMPSON, EDITOR 


TEAR OFF 


Subscribe to the BULLETIN to help pay its costs, and especially to widen its free 
distribution to students and low-income groups. Send $1 for 5 issues; or 

$2 for 10 issues; or $ as a tax-deductible contribution. Please make out 
check to the Editor, and send with this coupon to P.O. Box 8856, Sacramento, 
California, 95822. Please give your zip code with your address! 


